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Eighty Hispanic and 80 Mainstream Navy recruits respoed to a 78

item questionnaire.measuring attitudes tovard a broad &aowle of social issue

Several factor analyses were earnied out and reveaed that only me factor
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(Religiosity) had the same meaning for the two samples. There were no

differences between the two samples on religiosity. The structuring of

the items by the two samples suggests different concerns and emphasess

The Mainstream factors free-e TaJ..2) contrast Sexual Liberalism with

Conservatism. The most similar Hispanic factor linked this dimension

with Religiosity. The Mainstream data produced a Tendermindedness

factor that has emerged in many factor analyses of social attitudes

done on data obtained from college-students, but the Hispanics did not

produce this factor. The Hispanics produced a Political Conservatism

vs Liberalism factor which the Mainstream sample did not produce; also

a Mysticism factor which was missing from the Mainstream factor analysis.

We conclude that the stereotype of Hispanics as more religious than the

Mainstream is not supported by these data. At least, the way the Navy

is recruiting Hispanics there is no evidence in support of that stereo-

type. The Hispanic emphasis on a Political factor suggests that they

may be more concerned with this dimension than Mainstream Navy recruits.

That finding also fits other data collected in this project which shows

that the Hispanic Navy recruits have a more complex perception of

political stimuli than the Mainstream. These differences may be :.Lf

to the Hispanics having more information or a greater inclination

toward idealism, or both.
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Social Attitudes among Hispanic and Mainstream Navy Recruits

Harry C. Triandis. & Gerardo Man
Victor Ottati

Spanish Speaking Mental Health
Research Center

University of Illinois at University of California at
Urbana-Champaign Los Angeles

Attitudes toward a sample of social objects usually show a particular

structure. That is, people who hold positive attitudes toward some attitude

objects also hold positive attitudes toward other related objects, and

negative attitudes toward still other objects. Thus. Ferguson (1939), using

factor analysis, found a cluster of attitudes he called religiosity which

included opposition to birth control and to the theory of evolution, and

positive attitudes toward religious concepts, and a factor he called tender-

mindedness characterized by opposition to war and severe punishment of

criminals as well as capital punishment. Comrey and Newmeyer (1965) sampled

a wider range of attitude objects and rediscovered the factors of religous

and nonpunitive attitudes as well as a cluster of attitudes favoring welfare

characterized by liberal political preferences, support for federal goverument

involvement in society, and unionism; a cluster of nationalistic attitudes,

favoring service to the country and opposition to pacificism, world government,

and population control, and a cluster of racial toleance. Second order factor

analyses have sometimes emerged with a single radicalism (welfare, racial

tolerance) vs conservatism (punitive attitudes, nationalism, religiosity)

pattern, while Eysenck (1960) has argued that there are two basic dimensions:

radicalism-oonservatsm and tough-tendsumindedness.

The present Ianvestigtion exmines whether there am any systematic

simlarities and diffeaees in the soci&l attitudes held by Hispanic and

Mainstream Navy recruits.
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Method

Subjects

Eighty Hispanic and 80 Mainstream recruits responded to a questionnaire

while being classified into Navy Jobs, as part of a larger study of the

perceptions of the social environment by these recruits. In each of the three

Navy recruit stations (Florida, California and Illinois) when a Spanish

surname recruit was to be classified the officer in charge checked the recruit's

self-identification on an application form completed by all recruits, on

which "Hispanic" was one of the ways in which the applicant could describe

himself. If the Spanish-surname recruit had selected the "Hispanic" self-

Identification label, he was asked to complete a number of questionnaires,

which included the items of the present study (see below). At that time

another recruit (with a non-Spanish surname) was randomly selected and given

the same questionnaires. These other recruits are here referred to an "Main-

stream", and will include both whites and blacks as well as Hispanics who did

not self-identify with the "Hispanic" label.

Instruments

The instrument consisted of 78 items selected from the work of others:

They were taken from a study by Davis, Wrigley and Castelein (1960) which

used factor analysis of a large set of attitudes to arrive at Au factors

(Religious Conformity, Tolerance for Minorities, Criticism of Social Insti-

tutions, and Sympathetic Understanding); the work of Budnei (1962) who

measured Tolerance for Ambiguity with a balanced set of 20 Items, and the

works of Pier ma (1974) and Randall and Desrosiers (1980) who measured Religious

Locus of Control and Attitudes toward the Supernatural respectively.

Since the number of items (78) is large relative to the number of sub-

jects, to obtain more stability we randomly split the 78 Items Into three

LA
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sets of 26, and added five "marker variables" to each set (variables that

were correlated highly with many other variables In the 73 by 73 matrix of

inter-correlations). Thus, we had three sets of 28 variables. The 28 by 28

matrices were factored, using principal axes factor analyses with oblique

rotations. Communalities were estimated through a procedure in which the

program determines the number of factors to be extracted from the original

correlation matrix, and replaces the main diagonal elements of the correlation

matrix with initial estimates of communalities computed as the squared multiple

correlation between a given variable and the remaining variables in the matrix.

Next, it extracts the same number of factos from this reduced matrix and

continues iterating until the communality estimates become stable. Four

factors were extracted because the drop in the eigenvalues indicated four

factors, and an oblique rotation was carried out. Subsequently, the 20

variables that had the highest loadings in the just mentioned analyses were

placed in a new factor analysis. This approach has the advantage of sampling

many variables, with factor analyses that are relatively stable (because there

are 3 to 4 times as many subjects as variables).

Results and Discussion

Cross-cultural comparisons can only be made when the factor structures

obtained from the Hispanic and Mainstream samples are siaila When these

structures are different it suggests that the meaning of the Items differs

for the two cultural groups and hence comparisons of item mans are not

appropriate.

Table 1 shows the factor structures obtained from the first round of

factor analyses, Religios ity emerged in all three samples of varlables,

replicating previous work (e.g.# Comey and N eyerp 1965; Ferguson, 199).

Sea Radicalism was obtained from both cultwal Vos in Sample 2.

Tolersce fe .b tY was extioted from sevel saples but It was not



always defined by the same items. Thus it is not certain that Tolerance for

Ambiguity has the same meaning for the two ethnic groups. Criticis, of

Soc.al Institutions emerged in sample 3, but not very clearly.

The similarity in the items with the highest loadings in the Religiosity

Factor for both samples together with the fact that there were no significant

differences between Hispanics and Mainstream respondents in their levels of

agreement with the given items (see below), confirms previous studies (e.g.,

Szalay, Williams, Bryson & West, 1976) where Anglos and Hispanics were found

to show their highest level of agreement when providing their perceptions of

religion. These results together with the frequent finding that shows Hispanics

as equally religious as Anglos (Grebler, Moore & Guzman, 1970) and as con-

sidering their religion as important as Anglos do (Our Sunday Visitor, 1978),

cast some doubt on the stereotypical perceptions of Hispanics as being more

religious than Anglos.

The second round of factor analyses gave the results shown in Table 2.

The Mainstream factor replicated the results obtained by others, in that both

a Religiosity and a Tendermindedness factor emerged. However, the Hispanics

did not produce the latter factor. The Sexual Liberalism-Conservatism factor

of the Mainstream appeared in the Hispanic sample, but with a strong link

to religious attitudes.

In general, there is not enough coxrespondence between the Mainstream

and Hispanic samples to permit item comparisons. Nevertheless, t-tests were

done to see if there were any Important differences. A total of 13 out of

the 78 items showed a significant difference. However, none of the item.

showing a difference had the same meaning In the two cultural groups, as

determined from the factor analyses. Also, there was a strong tendency for

the Hispanic sample to show an acquiescence response set, since In all of the

13 Items the Hispanics agreed with the item mor than did the Mainstream
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respondents. Thus, it is not possible to have any confidence regarding how

meaningful the obtained results are since they could be due to a response

set or to the different meanings of the item in the two ethnic groups.

At a more speculative level one may wonder why the Hispanics did not

produce a Tendermindedness factor. Given that most of the earlier studies

reported in the literature were based on college student samples and the

fact that our Mainstream sample is of higher socioeconomic level than our

Hispanic sample (Triandis et al., 1982), it is possible to speculate that

the Tendermindedness factor may be more likely to emerge in the upper lower

and middle classes, rather than among the less priviledged samples of society.

The less priviledged may not be able to "afford" the luxury of worrying about

social policy issues such as the death penalty and the treatment of criminals.

This interpretation seems unlikely given that it is the poor and minority

members of society who are the ones more directly affected by the above

mentioned societal policies due to institutional racism, increased policing

of minority and poor neighborhoods, and police brutality. A more plausible

interpretation is that this particular group of Hispanics is divided on these

issues, some agreeing with one item and disagreeing with the other, so that

the items do not correlate among themselves or with other items in a systematic

way. This would preclude the emergence of a Tendermindness factor. A similar

interpretation may account for the lack of a Tolerance for Ambiguity factor

among Hispanics.

On the other hand, the emergence of a Political Conservatism-LLberalism

factor in the Hispanic but not in the Mainstream sample, may imply that the

greater interest of Hispanics in ideological matters (Lsansky, 1981) is

reflected in the emergence of this factor from the Hispanic data.

Obviously, these speculations will have to be supported by other data

before they are taken seriously. At this point all we can do is offer the

results of Table 2 as a description of the pattern of similarities and differences

of Hispanic and Mainstrem Navy recruit attitudes toward a variety of social

o1_ _cts.
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